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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . In response to the Office Action mailed September 15, 2008, applicant submitted 
an amendment filed January 15, 2009, in which the applicant amended and requested 
reconsideration. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant argues that the prior art cited does not specifically teach the claims as 
amended. In particular, Applicant's argue that the prior art cited does not teach the 
combination of presenting a user interface to a user wherein the user interface is 
operable to present information stored in a business object to the user, collect user 
information from the user, and store the user information in the business object; 
defining a data binding tag wherein the data binding tag includes a plurality of attributes; 
specifying a first action by the data binding tag; specifying, using a scripting language, 
at least one attribute on the data binding tag to reference the first data source 
associated a first action, wherein the first data source is in the business object; 
rendering each item in the first data source in the user interface output with a markup 
language based at least partially on the first action; and wherein the first action can set 
or get the first data source. Applicant's arguments are persuasive, but are moot in view 
of new grounds of rejections. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1, 4, 6-15, 18, 20-28, 30, 33 and 35-44 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hawley (WO 01/77822 A2), hereinafter 
referenced as Hawley. 

Regarding claims 1 and 44, Hawley discloses a method and system for 
dynamically binding a user interface to information (data binding; table 1, page 59 with 
page 14, lines 21-32), hereinafter referenced as a method, comprising: 

presenting a user interface to a user wherein the user interface is operable to 
present information stored in a business object to the user (business object), collect 
user information from the user (customer, contact, etc.), and store the user information 
in the business object (page 23, lines 1-21 with page 47, lines 1-35); 

defining a data binding tag wherein the data binding tag includes a plurality of 
attributes (attribute; table 1 , page 59 with page 33, lines 3-6); 

specifying a first action by the data binding tag (binding data; page 14, lines 21- 
32 with page 40, lines 6-9); 
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specifying, using a scripting language, at least one attribute on the data binding 
tag to reference the first data source associated a first action, wherein the first data 
source is in the business object (business object; page 23, lines 1-21); 

rendering each item (rendering objects; page 45, lines 1-5) in the first data 
source in the user interface output with a markup language (markup) based at least 
partially on the first action (page 31, lines 9-14); and 

wherein the first action can set (set) or get the first data source (page 54, lines 
15-20). 

Regarding claims 4, 18 and 33 Hawley discloses a method wherein: the first 
data source identifies one of: 1) an object field; 2) an object property; and 3) an 
Extensible Markup Language document element (XML; page 31 , lines 8-14). 
Regarding claims 6, 20 and 35, Hawley discloses a method wherein: 
the first data source is one of: 1 ) an array; 2) a list (list; page 35, lines 17-20); 3) 

a map. 

Regarding claims 7, 21 and 36, Hawley discloses a method wherein: 

the markup language can include at least one of: Hypertext Markup Language 

(HTML), Dynamic HTML, Extensible HTML (XHTML), and Extensible Markup Language 

(XML; page 20, lines 2-5 with page 31, lines 8-14). 

Regarding claims 8, 22 and 37, Hawley discloses a method wherein: 

the first action can be a child of another action (tree-viewer/hierarchy; page 32, 

lines 33-35 and page 13, lines 8-14). 

Regarding claims 9, 23 and 38, Hawley discloses a method wherein: 
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the first action can have at least one child action (tree-viewer/hierarchy; page 32, 
lines 33-35 and page 13, lines 8-14 with page 40, lines 6-9). 

Regarding claims 10, 24 and 39, Hawley discloses a method wherein: 
the at least one child action can have at least one other child action (tree- 
viewer/hierarchy; page 32, lines 33-35 and page 13, lines 8-14 with page 40, lines 6-9). 
Regarding claims 11, 25 and 40, Hawley discloses a method wherein: 
the at least one child action can selectively process the first data source (tree- 
viewer/hierarchy; page 32, lines 33-35 and page 13, lines 8-14 with page 40, lines 6-9). 
Regarding claims 12, 26 and 41, Hawley discloses a method wherein: 
the at least one child action can refer to the first data source with a context 
defined by the first action (tree-viewer/hierarchy; page 32, lines 33-35 and page 13, 
lines 8-14 with page 40, lines 6-9). 

Regarding claims 13, 27 and 42, Hawley discloses a method wherein: 
the at least one child action can perform at least one of the following actions on 
the first data source: 1 ) set (set; page 54, lines 15-20); 2) get (get; paragraph 0194); 3) 
sort; and 4) filter. 

Regarding claims 14, 28 and 43, Hawley discloses a method comprising: 
rendering a list (list) or a table based on the first data source (page 35, lines 17- 

20). 

Regarding claim 15, it is interpreted and rejected for similar reasons as set forth 
in claim. In addition, Hawley discloses a machine readable medium (computer readable 
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medium) having instructions stored thereon that when executed by a processor (having 
a computer readable program; page 18, lines 1-12). 

Regarding claim 30, it is interpreted and rejected for similar reasons as set forth 
in claim 1 . In addition, Hawley discloses a software framework (software system; page 
21 , lines 53-35) for rendering at least one object on a user interface (page 39, lines 20- 
30). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2-3, 5, 16-17, 19, 31-32 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hawley in view of Secor et al. (PGPUB 2005/0027845), 
hereinafter referenced as Secor. 

Regarding claims 2, 16 and 31, Hawley discloses a method for dynamically 
binding a user interface to information, but does not specifically teach that the data 
binding tag allows for the specification of JavaServer Page action elements. 

Secor discloses a method wherein: 
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the data binding tag allows for the specification of JavaServer Page action 
elements (javaserver; paragraphs 0082, 0094), to insert cast amounts of data into the 
system quickly. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hawley's method as described above to allow 
network administrators to quickly and correctly determine what users and business 
processes are impacted by incoming faults so as to minimize the impact to critical 
business processes (paragraph 0012), as taught by Secor. 

Regarding claims 3, 17, 32, Hawley discloses a method for dynamically binding 
a user interface to information, but does not specifically teach that the scripting 
language is based on the Javascript language. 

Secor discloses a method wherein: 

the scripting language is based on the Javascript language (scripting language; 
paragraph 0057), to insert cast amounts of data into the system quickly. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hawley's method as described above to allow 
network administrators to quickly and correctly determine what users and business 
processes are impacted by incoming faults so as to minimize the impact to critical 
business processes (paragraph 0012), as taught by Secor. 

Regarding claims 5, 19 and 34, Hawley discloses a method for dynamically 
binding a user interface to information, but does not specifically teach that an object is a 
JavaBean. 
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Secor discloses a method wherein: 

an object is a JavaBean (javabeans; paragraph 0194), to insert cast amounts of 
data into the system quickly. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Hawley's method as described above to allow 
network administrators to quickly and correctly determine what users and business 
processes are impacted by incoming faults so as to minimize the impact to critical 
business processes (paragraph 0012), as taught by Secor. 



Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAKIEDA R. JACKSON whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7619. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 
5:30am-2:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jakieda R Jackson/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2626 
March 31 , 2009 

/David R Hudspeth/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2626 



